The progress zone model for the specification of positional values for patterning the proximodistal axis of the vertebrate limb has been questioned, but the results can be largely reconciled with the old model. The best evidence for the progress zone model comes from killing cells in an early limb bud by X-irradiation, which results in the loss of proximal elements
One of the basic processes in development is pattern formation, that is the specification of the spatial organisation of cells so that well-defined patterns of cell differentiation develop [1] . For vertebrates the development of the limb is an important model for studying pattern formation as the pattern of cartilage differentiation is very clear and relatively simple, and in the chick the limb is accessible to experimental manipulation [2] . One model for patterning the limb is based on positional information, that is the cells acquire positional identities with respect to boundaries, typically due to a gradient in a morphogen. A rather different model for a growing system is based not on a morphogen gradient but on cells measuring the time they spend in a progress zone [3] . It is this model for the proximal-distal patterning of the limb proposed some thirty years ago that is currently being questioned [4] .
I should declare here that I have an interest in the progress zone model, as one of its originators, but while the new data are provocative, in my view they do not provide a compelling reason to consign the progress zone model to the dustbin of history. And it seems rather ironic that the progress zone model is now being questioned, as at the same time a similar mechanism has recently been proposed for the specification of the patterning of Hox genes along the anterior-posterior axis of the embryo, the cells measuring the time they spend in the region linked to the regressing node [5] [6] [7] .
In the limb bud cells acquire positional identities along each of the three axes of the limb -proximal-distal, anterior-posterior, and dorsal-ventraland this determines how the cells will differentiate (Figure 1 There is at present no reason to accept, as has been suggested, that the progress zone has fallen victim to progress, and in fact it still provides the only plausible model for proximal-distal patterning. The resolution of these issues in favour of early specification would come about if molecular differences corresponding to the proximal-distal elements were identified in the early bud. By contrast, if evidence for a timer such as an oscillator was found in at the tip of the bud the progress zone model would be strongly supported [13] . Time will tell. But rather like the letter from Mark Twain that the report of his death was an exaggeration, so it is with the progress zone. 
